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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 
1 . Applicant's election without traverse of Group I, claims 1-11 and 18-19 in the 
reply filed on 2/9/2007 is acknowledged. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
Claim 1 recites the limitation "a code segment for presenting to the user a link for 
automatically notifying a contact agent within the organization that the created budget 
has been transmitted to the predetermined remote site, the contact agent appropriate to 
the sub division", which was not described in the specification. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language* 



5. Claims 2-10, 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Lyons et al. (US 5,189,608), hereinafter "Lyons". 



As per claim 2, Lyons teaches a budget information system comprising: 

• "a budgetary information database comprising numerical data and textual 
identifiers imported from a plurality of remote sites, each site housing data for an 
aspect of a budget for a plurality of subdivisions of a unitary organization, the 
numerical data extracted from the remote sites into a spreadsheet application, 
the textual identifiers extracted from the remote sites into a word processing 
application" at Col. 4 lines 20-65 and Col. 7 lines 20-45, 

• "the database configured into a coherent hierarchical format having accessible 
links to budget data for the plurality of subdivisions" at Col. 2 lines 40-50, Col. 3 
lines 5-1 5 and Col. 5 lines 30-68 and Tables ll-XIII; 

• "means for receiving a keyword selected by a user remote from the database 
over a network" at Col. 16 lines 20-45; 

• "means for matching data in the database with the keyword and for outputting at 
least one subdivision related to the keyword" at Col. 21 lines 64-68; 
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• "means for receiving a user selection of at least one subdivision for tracking" at 
Col. 4 line 57 to Col. 5 line 20; 

• "means for formatting and outputting matched budget data and a textual identifier 
found from the database search commensurate with the selected subdivision" at 
Col. 15 lines 40-65; 

• "and means for automatically updating the budget data and textual identifier of 
the selected subdivision upon subsequent user access" at Col. 3 lines 5-15 and 
Col. 33 lines 55-68. 

As per claim 3, Lyons teaches the budget information system recited in claim 2, 
wherein "the system further comprises software installable on a processor, the software 
adapted to output a list of database subdivisions, the keyword selectable from the list of 
subdivisions, and to perform the database search" at Col. 18, table X. 

As per claim 4, Lyons teaches "database subdivisions comprise government 
agencies and the budget data comprise fiscal year budgeted amounts" at Col. 4 line 65. 

As per claim 5, Lyons teaches "wherein a first database subdivision comprises a 
plurality of line items, each line item having a separate budget, the sum of the line items 
equaling a total budget for the first database subdivision" at Col. 34 lines 20-30 and 
Table XXIII. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/771 ,1 59 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2166 

As per claim 6, Lyons teaches the budget information system recited in claim 3, 
wherein the software comprises: "means for importing the output budget data into a 
spreadsheet application; means for importing text material related to the output budget 
data into a word processing program; and means for correlating the text material and 
the output budget data for presentation on a unitary screen" at Col. 15, Table VII. 

As per claim 7, Lyons teaches the budget information system recited in claim 6, 
wherein "the output budget data are selected from a group consisting of previous time 
period data, current time period data, and proposed future time period data" at Col. 10 
lines 30-65. 

As per claim 8, Lyons teaches the budget information system recited in claim 6, 
wherein "the software further comprises means for calculating and presenting a 
percentage of a total budget appropriated for each subdivision" at Col. 18 lines 4-31 . 

As per claim 9, Lyons teaches the budget information system recited in claim 6, 
wherein "the software further comprises means for importing with the budget data a 
number of personnel positions associated with each subdivision" at Col. 6 lines 25-35. 

As per claim 10, Lyons teaches the budget information system recited in claim 
6, wherein "the software further comprises means for importing with the budget data a 
contact agent associated with each subdivision, and for presenting a name of the 
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contact agent and contact information for the contact agent" at Col. 3 line 26 and Col. 
23 lines 1-2. 

As per claim 11, Lyons teaches "the presented contact information comprises a 
direct contact electronic linkage therewith" at Col. 3 line 26 and Col. 23 lines 1-2. 

As per claim 18, Lyons "means for creating an electronic folder containing an 
electronic link to the selected subdivision" at Table X. 

As per claim 19, Lyons teaches "means for receiving user comments and for 
storing the received user comments in the electronic folder" at Tables IV. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lyons as 
applied to claims above, and in view of Northington et al. (US 6,128,602), hereinafter 
"Northington". 

As per claim 1 , Lyons teaches a budget information and creation system 
comprising: 

• "a processor having means for connecting with a network" at Col. 3 lines 64-68, 
Col. 4 lines 7-10 and Fig. 1; 

• "a budgetary information database accessible by the processor via the network, 
the database comprising numerical data and textual identifiers imported from a 
plurality of remote sites, each site housing data for an aspect of a budget for a 
plurality of subdivisions of a unitary organization, the numerical data extracted 
from the remote sites into a spreadsheet application, the textual identifiers 
extracted from the remote sites into a word processing application" at Col. 2 lines 
40-50, Col. 3 lines 5-15, Col. 5 lines 30-68, and Col. 7 lines 20-45; 

• "the database configured into a coherent hierarchical format having accessible 
links to budget data for the plurality of subdivisions" at Col. 2 lines 40-50, Col. 3 
lines 5-15 and Col. 5 lines 30-68; 

• "a budgetary information software system resident on the processor comprising: 
a code segment for interfacing with a user remote from the database over a 
network" at Table ll-XIII; 
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• "a code segment for permitting the user to create a budget for one of the 
subdivisions using at least some of the numerical data and textual identifiers" at 
Col. 11; 

• "a code segment for transmitting the created budget to a predetermined remote 
site via the network" at Col. 3 lines 64-68 and Fig. 1 ; 

Lyons does not explicitly teach "a code segment for presenting to the user a link 
for automatically notifying a contact agent within the organization that the created 
budget has been transmitted to the predetermined remote site, the contact agent 
appropriate to the subdivision". However, Northington teaches the claimed limitation at 
Col. 10 lines 56-64, Col. 8 lines 1-6 and Fig. 8-9. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to combine Lyons with Northington in order to enable real-time 
consolidation, monitoring and control of an entity's financial transactions as performed 
by various independent computerized systems as noted by Northington at Col. 2 lines 
23-26. 



Double Patenting 

8. A rejection based on double patenting of the "same invention" type finds its 
support in the language of 35 U.S.C. 101 which states that "whoever invents or 
discovers any new and useful process ... may obtain a patent therefor ..." (Emphasis 
added). Thus, the term "same invention," in this context, means an invention drawn to 
identical subject matter. See Miller v. Eagle Mfg. Co., 151 U.S. 186 (1894); In re 
Ockert, 245 F.2d 467, 114 USPQ 330 (CCPA 1957); and In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 
USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970). 
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A statutory type (35 U.S.C. 101) double patenting rejection can be overcome by 
canceling or amending the conflicting claims so they are no longer coextensive in 
scope. The filing of a terminal disclaimer cannot overcome a double patenting rejection 
based upon 35 U.S.C. 101. 

9. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as claiming the same invention as that of 
claim 1 of prior U.S. Patent No. 6,687,713 B2. This is a double patenting rejection. 

Response to Arguments 

1 0. Applicant's arguments filed 2/9/2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The examiner respectfully traverses applicant's arguments. 

Applicant's argument regarding the 101 rejection has been consider and is 
persuasive, the 101 rejection has been withdrawn. 

Regarding claim 2, applicant argued that Lyons does not teach "textual 
identifiers extracted from the remote sites into a word processing application". On the 
contrary, Lyons teaches at Col. 4 lines 20-65 the database comprises not only 
numerical data but also textual identifiers such as entity's names. The spreadsheet 
application (i.e. "Lotus 1-2-3") is therefore also acts as a word processing application for 
processing textual data. 

Applicant further argued that Lyons does not teach "the database configured into 
coherent hierarchical format having accessible links to budget data for the plurality of 
subdivisions". On the contrary, Lyons teaches at Col. 17, Tables IX, X an user interface 
comprises accessible links (i.e. selectable menu) to retrieved budget data based on 
user's selection. 
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Applicant further argued that Lyons does not teach "means for receiving a user 
selection of at least one subdivision for tracking". On the contrary, Lyons teaches at Col. 
5 lines 1-20 that the user can request data to be retrieved based on an user's selected 
subdivision (e.g., "Entity=U.S, Far East). 

Applicant further argued that Lyons does not teach "means for formatting an 
outputting matched budget data and a textual identifier found from the database". On 
the contrary, Lyons teaches at Col. 15, Table VII a typical report which is a formatted 
and outputted budget data and textual identifier found from the database as claimed. 

Applicant further argued that Lyons does not teach "means for automatically 
updating the budget data and textual identifier of the selected subdivision upon 
subsequent user access". On the contrary, Lyons teaches at Col. 3 lines 5-15 that 
"when data is input into the data base so as to update an entry, all entities which are 
attached to the updated entities are also updated" and therefore anticipated the claimed 
limitation. 

Regarding claim 6, applicant argued that Lyons does not teach "means for 
importing text material related to the output budget data into a word processing 
program". On the contrary, Lyons teaches at Col. 15, table VII the user interface which 
processes text material related to output budget data and displays on a screen. 

Applicant further argued that Lyons does not teach "means for correlating the text 
material and the output budget data for presentation on a unitary screen". On the 
contrary, Lyons teaches at Col. 15, Table VII a typical report which is a formatted and 
outputted budget data and textual identifier found from the database. 
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Regarding claim 9, applicant argued that Lyons does not teach "means for 
importing with the budget data a number of personnel positions associated with each 
subdivision". On the contrary, Lyons teaches at Col. 6 lines 25-35 different priority level 
associated with different personnel position such as "System administrator" and 
"Management control". . . 

Regarding claim 10, applicant argued that Lyons does not teach "means for 
importing with the budget data a contact agent associated with each subdivision, and for 
presenting a name of the contact agent and contact information for the contact agent". 
On the contrary, Lyons teaches at Col. 3 line 26 the additional features includes "audit 
trails and data verification", which inherently indicated the imported data must at least 
includes contact information associated with the data sources. 

Regarding claim 1 , applicant argued that Northington does not teach "presenting 
to the user a link for automatically notifying a contact agent within the organization that 
the created budget has been transmitted to the predetermined remote site". On the 
contrary, Northington teaches at Col. 8 lines 1-6 that the reports may be provided in 
response to user request or automatically in accordance with pre-programmed criteria 
such as "upon receipt of certain data inputs from an external financial system". 
Northington therefore teaches the step of automatically notifying a contact agent that 
the created budget has been transmitted (i.e, "upon receipt of new data inputs"). 
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Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully 
consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed 
by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the Claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon, if any, 
is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

If a reference indicated as being mailed on PTO-FORM 892 has not been 
enclosed in this action, please contact Lisa Craney whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3574 for faster service. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh B. Pham whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
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41 16. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30am to 
4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on (571) 272-3978. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Khanh B. Pham 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2166 
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